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Newsletter #205

A Call to Resist Illegitimate Authority

April, 1988

Peace Movements East and West
CHRISTINE WING AND
FRANK BRODHEAD

MAGYAROR·S

l

the December I 987 issue of the
Resist Newsletter, Joanne Landy and
Thomas Harrison argue that the US
peace movement should develop "a
democratic foreign policy that calls for
the dismantling of nuclear weapons
East and West and supports struggles
for democratic rights in both blocs.''
As a general prescription for the peace
movement, this is sound. But two
aspects of their argument need further
development. Landy and Harrison present a picture of the US peace movement that is misleading and out of
date; and they fail to address the implications of recent changes in the
Soviet Union.
According to Landy and Harrison,
the peace movement ''remains focused
on its traditional goals: arms control
talks, test bans and treaties." It has
"accommodated itself to the liberal
democratic wing of the Establishment," lacking a "clear and
systematic alternative to bi-partisan
Cold War policy." It is certainly possible to find substantial parts of the US
peace movement whose practice would
justify each of these claims. But Landy
and Harrison present the-movement as
monolithic and static. It is neither. We
need a fuller picture of the movement,
one which recognizes the range of-positions within it, and that changes are
taking place. Here are a few observations to that end:
First, it is not really accurate to
speak of the US peace movement.

continued on page six
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LECY EN HIROS
"Hungary will not be Hlroshima"-artwork from the Independent peace movement. 1983

Resisters React
This issue of the newsletter provides
an opportunity to let our readers in on
what we think the newsletter is all about.
We hope the newsletter sparks controversy and debate on international and
domestic issues important to our
movements. We hope it brings up for
discussion issues which some people
might prefer to ignore. The newsletter
both reflects what is being accomplished
by the groups we fund, and tries to push
our supporters to broaden their thinking
and their agenda for social change. The
two articles we recently published on indepeQdent movements in the Eastern
bloc, and on what is sometimes referred
to as "Neither East nor West" politics,
certainly achieved our goal of sparking
discussion and debate. We recieved a
slew of letters, both supportive and unsympathetic.
In this issue we include one of those
letters along with an article by Frank
Brodhead and Chris Wing which both

criticizes the preceeding articles and
moves the discussion in new directions.
Finally we've included' a response by the
authors to both the letter and the Brodhead/Wing article.
This is also an opportunity to point
out that the RESIST board, while concurring on a remarkable number of
things, is nonetheless diverse in political
perspective. We share a multi-issue,
grassroots approach, committed to
building a movement for fundamental
social change. The articles published in
the newsletter reflect what is going on in
that movement but do not always have
the endorsement of all members of the
board. In fact, board members (in this
case, Frank Brodhead) are welcome to
critique articles which appear in the
newsletter, as are Resist supporters and
others. We want to know what our
readers think, and we are open to your
suggestions about future articles and
issues you feel we should address.

Letter
Dear Resist:
The main disagreement that I have with
the Landy/Harrison piece "Detente From
Below: The Peace Movement Needs a
Democratic Foreign Policy" is its wrongheadedness. Landy and Harrison have an
ahistorical analysis, approaching the present situation as though the two "blocs"
emerged from the darkness of an unknown
night. Consequently, they tar both superpowers with the same brush. Worse, they
ignore the main tasks for those of us who
live in the "belly of the whale." Specifically, L/H:
1. Fail to penetrate the anti-sovietism and
anti-communism that has been pounded into the consciousness of United Statians for
four generations. In fact, they, themselves,
seem to be victims of it. Consequently, a
peace movement calling for democracy in
the other bloc could easily fan these flames
into a raging inferno, giving a US president
(George Bush, perhaps?) the long-sought
opening for a devastating first strike against
the Soviet Union on behalf of "freedom
fighters.'' The main problem for the US
peace movement is our inability to control
what L/H quite rightly call a "conservative
and militaristic brand of anti-communism"
that combines with a "murderous, reactionary policy of the US."
2. Fail to take into account which country is responsible for the Cold War. Which
country initiated the arms race, established
the first "bloc" (thus, ipso facto, creating
the other "bloc"), accelerated the arms
race at virtually every point in its drive for
superiority rather than parity? In the last
century Russia has been invaded three times
by the West. To dismiss the Soviet Union's
concern for secure borders by calling this
concern an "obsession" is an insult to the
millions and millions and millions who died
in the struggle against western control and
domination. It has been the responsibility
of the Communist Party of the USSR to defend the revolution against the hostility and
aggression of the capitalist world. Was it
ruthless? Absolutely. The Party thought,
rightly or wrongly, that the stakes were life
and death ones. But let us pause in our rush
to judgment and ask ourselves this question
-If the Soviet Union had become a
democratic. but capitalist country is it not
possible that we would already have had a
nuclear war?
3. Fail to take into account the forty year
record of CIA intervention around the
world. If the Soviet Union were a democratic society in the way in which we think it
ought to be, let us estimate how many CIA
agents the US government would have been
willing to fund for operations within
Soviet borders. East-West peace activists
might ask Philip Agee to give a seminar on
CIA methods of destabilizing other countries. L/H say "A truly democratic foreign
policy would provide political and moral
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support and encouragement to fighters for
human rights everywhere, be they in Chile
or Poland, South Africa or Czechoslovakia, South Korea or the Soviet
Union." L/H treat the obstacles to a
democratic foreign policy with a call that ignores the existence of the CIA. How was
Allende's assassination in Chile and installation of a military dictatorship
engineered by the US? The CIA utilized an
open press, for one thing. It splintered
the trade union movement, enlisted an army of paid informers, created death
squads, and supported a demand for more
consumer goods (read luxury items for the
upper class thus diverting funds for programs necessary to the survival of the
poor). Nicaragua, if it knuckles under to
the Reagan administration's demands for
democracy, will leave itself open for the
same kind of penetration.

We in the West might

examine the possibility that
if people in East Europe
feel imprisoned in closed
societies we may well be
their wardens.
Yet Landy, in a speech here in Amherst
last year, had the unmitigated gall to
criticize Nicaragua for violation of human
rights when it is her country that has
violated the human rights of over ten thousand Nicaraguans murdered by the contras
with the aid of her tax money. The Nicaraguans could take care of their human
rights issues if Landy would devote her
energies to removing the US boot from
their necks. Contra aid is unconstitutional
yet Landy did not call for the impeachment
of Ronald Reagan.
The CIA loves "democracies." In 1975 it
brought down the Labor government of
Gough Whitlam in Australia. It routinely
funds conservative political parties in such
countries as Italy and Jamaica. It spent
several million dollars to insure Napoleon
Duarte's election in El Salvador in 1984.
The tasks of US peace activists are controlling our own government and eliminating the CIA, relieving the Soviets and the
rest of the world of a justified fear of CIA
intervention.
4. Fail to recognize the human rights
achievements of the Soviet Union. They fail
to acknowledge the basic human rights,
omitted from our own eighteenth century
document, that the Soviet people have and
for which the Third World is striving-the
right to food, shelter, dignified work,
medical care, and economic security. If it
were not for the Soviet Union's existence,
would Third World countries stand a
chance against US imperialism? Might we
not conjecture, in the terms of their own
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language, that they feel that the revolution
has been consolidated and that it is time to
move forward into the next phase which is
being initiated through glasnost and
perestroika?
5. Fail to tell us much about the independent peace groups that they want us to link
up with. What historical forces do they
represent? How do we know that they don't
represent dormant class interests that want
to reassert hegemony and are using,
perhaps, a cover to do so? Class is
something that we in the peace movement
are uncomfortable discussing. Central
American peace and justice activists have
been consistent in ignoring the explanation
to the US population of the class interests
of the contras, for example. Mightn't there
be some justification to Eastern European
governments' fear that these independent
peace groups with their pacifist tendencies
represent a threat to the unity required for
defense against invasion? We in the West
might examine the possibility that if people
in East Europe feel imprisoned in closed
societies we may well be their wardens.
6. Fail to analyze the position of a mostly
white, mostly middle class peace movement's situation in a white, classist society.
There are people in the Soviet Union who,
according to our laws, are unjustly imprisoned. They are being denied rights
which we supposedly value-the right to
free speech, the right to demonstrate, the
right to vote the party of your choice. We
must not overlook the fact that we have, for

continued on page five
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Hempfling and Landy Defend the
"Third Way"
JUDITH HEMPFLING AND
JOANNE LANDY
Judith Hempfling wrote the article
"View From the Left: Independent
Movements of Eastern Europe",
which appeared in RESIST's January,
1988 issue. Joanne Landy co-authored
the article (with Thomas Harrison)
"The Peace Movement Needs a
Democratic Foreign Policy, ,, which
appeared in the December 1987 issue.
They respond here to Mary Wentworth
and then to Frank Brodhead and Chris
Wing. The opinions expressed are
those of the authors.

M,y

Wentworth argues that US
peace activists should not advocate a
''third way'' perspective independent'
of both superpowers. Underlying her
view is a Cold War logic which accepts
the notion that the enemy of our enemy
is necessarily a friend and the idea that
one must choose between democracy,
and justice and equality. Frank
Brodhead, on the other hand, is an endorser of the Campaign for Peace and
Democracy /East and West, and places
his analysis and arguments within the
context of support for the East Bloc independent movements.
First we will respond to Wentworth's
view, beginning with her argument that
a proper historical understanding leads
one to realize that the US government
has been the sole guilty party in starting and perpetuating the Cold War.
Let's look at history for a moment.
After World War II, the US and the
Soviet Union emerged as the new great
world powers. Great Britain was the
junior partner at Yalta, as Churchill,
Roosevelt and Stalin decided the fate
of Europe, dividing the continent to
serve their needs. These three men
decided the fate of Europe without a
moment's thought about the aspirations of the European populace.
The US developed the nuclear bomb
first, and the Soviet Union quickly
followed the US lead. The race was on.
East and Central Europe became the
Soviet buffer zone, but one country's
#205

buffer zone is another's loss of selfdetermination, as is currently being
brought home to us in the Israeli occupation of the West Bank and Gaza.
Shortly after World War II, the superpowers entered into what has become a
deadly competition, the Cold War.
Wentworth says, "it has been the
responsibility of the Communist Party
of the USSR to defend the revolution''
and notes human rights Soviet
style ... ' 'the right to food, shelter,
dignified work, medical care, and
economic security". After the War,
East and Central Europeans began to
experience the "workers' revolution"
being defended by the Soviet and
fraternal communist parties, as their
Soviet counterparts had experienced it
for many years. Of course, job security
ended for the worker who had the
courage to express ideas which
displeased the authorities. Workers in
these "workers' states," were and continue to be denied the right to organize
themselves into independent workers'
organizations by which they might ensure decent wages and working conditions, the basis of work with dignity
and economic security. The rhetoric of
equality becomes meaningless in a
society where the few have all of the
power which they did use ruthlessly in
the Stalinist purges when millions of
innocent people in Eastern Europe and
the Soviet Union were imprisoned and
killed. These few also have a whole
range of economic and social
privileges, such as access to special
hospitals and superior medical care. In
Solidarity's original 21 demands,
Polish workers protested the_lack of
provision for basic necessities for ordinary people, calling for ''full medical
care for workers,'' for access to decent
housing and food, for adequate oldage pensions and daycare. They also
called for an end to the ''privileges of
the secret police, regular police and
party apparatus [by] equalizing family
subsidies, abolishing special stores,
etc.''

equality, declares Wentworth. To
believe such a formulation about the
goals of poor people around the world
ignores many facts; one example
should suffice - the anti-apartheid
movement in South Africa. Freedom
and respect for the human rights of
black south Africans - respect for the
human dignity of all South Africans are the central goals of a movement
which knows that these goals are integrally linked to the struggle for
economic justice.

Workers in these
''workers' states, '' continue to be denied the right
to organize themselves into
independent workers'
organizations by which
they might ensure decent
wages and working conditions, the basis of work
with dignity and economic
security.

The Soviet Union does at times support movements which are struggling
against repressive regimes supported
by the US government, but this does
not mean that the Soviet Union is committed to justice and equality. It is interested in defending and expanding its
sphere of influence, and through such
support encourages the replication of
its social system wherever possible.
Both superpowers intervene in the
Third World for self-interested reasons
without concern for the aspirations of
Third World people. Such bureaucratic
self-interest has led the Soviet government to occasionally have cozy relations with right-wing dictatorships as
described in the January, 1987 Nae/a
journal. The USSR and Argentinian
military juntas of the late '70s and early '80s had such a relationship because
of important economic ties. During
this period the Soviet Union blocked
Poor People Want Democracy And
two attempts by the UN to investigate
Equality
human rights violations by the ArgentiThe have-nots of the world do not nian military. Then there is
care about democracy but about
cominued on page four
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Landy /Hempfling
continued from page three
Afghanistan, the Soviet Union's Vietnam. Will the Ethiopian Communist
government bring justice to that country?
Should Criticism of the Sandinistas
Be Silenced?

Wentworth expressed outrage that
anyone should raise any criticism of
human rights violations by the Sandinistas even when this is done very
clearly from the point of view of unequivocal opposition to US interventionism. The Campaign for Peace and
Democracy /East and West published a
statement in the New York Times in
December 1985, protesting US intervention in Nicaragua which was
signed by US, West European, and
Third World activists, joined by in-
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dependent activists from East and Central Europe. The Sandinistas, on the
other hand, supported the imposition
of martial law in Poland, and
celebrated the 30th anniversary of the
Hungarian Revolution by praising the
forces which crushed that country's
movement for radical democracy.
We are outraged by US policies in
the Third World, where its support of
pro-capitalist and often repressive
regimes has denied the indigenous
populations of their right to selfdetermination and has perpetuated
systems which keep masses of people in
terrible poverty. We are outraged by
the Reagan Administration's
hypocritical use of the Arias Plan to
condemn the Sandinista government
while ignoring the flagrant human
rights violations of US allies in the
region - Guatemala, Honduras, and
El Salvador.
We are nonetheless concerned about
the restriction of many democratic
rights in Nicaragua, as described in
Americas Watch reports (which also
condemn the Contra force's brutal activities and the US government's support of the Contras): suspension of
habeas corpus and abridgement of due
process, grave limitations on the media,
government harassment and violence ·
against trade unions, denial of
workers' right to strike. (Some of these
restrictions have eased in recent weeks.
We welcome these imptovements and
hope they continue and expand.) To be
anti-US intervention does not require
support for the Sandinista government
or by implication, support for such
measures.
We echo the concern voiced by
members of the Czechoslovak human
rights movement, Charter 77, who
came out publicly against US intervention in Nicaragua. In an open letter to
Daniel Ortega published in December,
1985, they argued that it would make
little difference whether the "emancipatory goals of the revolution,'' with
which they identify, were to be
defeated by "outside intervention or
an internal development which, with
the so-called aim of 'saving the
Revolution,' gradually sets up a
bureaucratic dictatorship, a new
system of repression.... The counterrevolutionary onslaught will either be
defeated by the free supporters of the
Revolution," they contended, "or the
Revolution will perish.''

802-454-8493
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Peace Activists
Association

Aren't

Guilty

by

Finally, Wentworth argues that the
US is so guilty that we should stick to
activities aimed at stopping its wrongdoing. This sense of guilt which many
peace activists express by saying, ''how
can we criticize the Soviet Union when
OUR government does such terrible
things," shows a lack of consciousness
about the fact that WE are the political
opposition to the US government's
militaristic and unjust policies. We are
in no way implicated by those policies
which we spend many hours a week attempting to thwart. The development
of widespread international commitment to democratic values and justice
is the way to eliminate the CIA, the
KGB, and other secret police around
the world, for these organizations are
instruments of political systems and
serve the interests of those political
systems. When it is no longer politically tenable to maintain them they will be
eliminated.
~

!OOW§

!:!. .___ _ _ _ _ _ ____.

Brodhead and Wing

Frank Brodhead and Chris Wing set
their analysis within the context of support for East Bloc independent activists, but question the relevance of
such support in the current period
because of: 1) changes in the East Bloc
with the arrival of glasnost and
perestroika, and 2) because the US
peace movement has moved from a
narrow focus on nuclear disarmament
to seeing the "deadly connection" between nuclear weaponry and US intervention policies in the Third World.
In our opinion the promises of
glasnost cannot be simply dismissed,
despite the Soviet leadership's obvious
desire to contain the dynamic of
democratization. Glasnost is significant because it has improved the
general quality of life to the extent that
it has provided a genuinely more open
atmosphere in the Soviet Union and to
varying degrees in other East Bloc
countries. It is also important because
it provides space for movements from
below which can pressure for more extensive and lasting change. Solidarity
provides an excellent model for how
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Letter
such an opening can be used to ensure
durable change. In spite of the imposition of martial law in Poland in
December, 1981, the authorities were
not able to destroy Solidarity, and in
fact have been forced by the strength
of that movement to accept the existence of a popular opposition as well
as a thriving underground press.
Role of the Intelligentsia
It is true that changes brought about
by perestroika may benefit the intelligentsia in narrow and immediate
terms, and at the same time squeeze the
working class through "efficiency
measures'' which may mean speedups
and unemployment. This governmental attempt to divide the intelligentsia
from workers should not, however,
cause confusion for us in our attitude
toward movements for human rights,
peace, ecological survival, or cultural
freedom, movements which are today
in large part, though not exclusively,
based in the intelligentsia. (Like a large
part of our peace, anti-intervention,
feminist
and
environmental
movements, which are also based
primarily in the intelligentsia.) We concur with the basic goals of these
movements and should therefore support them.
The intelligentsia has historically
played an important role in movements
for radical democratic social change
and often have supported workers'
movements. The Polish Workers'
Defense Committee's (KOR) relationship to Solidarity is a powerful example of such a relationship. Independent
activists throughout the East Bloc have
been inspired by the Polish Solidarity
movement. While Brodhead and Wing
raise a real issue when they say that
East Bloc governments may attempt to
coopt the intelligentsia, they also suggest a worst-case scenario as to the intelligentsia's response to this attempt.
Parts of the intelligentsia may support
the government's policies of efficiency
without popular control, but there is
no reason to believe that this will be the
general reaction, and in fact many of
the indicators would suggest the opposite.

The Deadly Connection and the Third
Way

The development of the US peace
movement perspective from the narrow
focus of nuclear disarmament to the
analysis of the "deadly connection,"
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which links nuclear weaponry to US interventionism in the Third World, in
our minds presents a great opening for
a radical "third way" perspective.
There are similarities in the experiences
of East Bloc countries and Third
World nations which exist ''in the
shadow" of the superpowers. A "third
way'' analysis of the role of both
superpowers also contributes greatly to
an understanding of the Third World's
dilemma.
There is enormous pressure on Third
World countries to choose between the
socio-economic models offered by
Cold War polarization between capitalism and bureaucratic Communism,
and little space for Third World
movements to build indigenous social
structures which meet the needs of the
people of the society. It is the Third
World which suffers most as their
struggles for development and a more
just social order become entangled in
the conflict between the superpowers.
Money for development has many strings attached. Local struggles for
justice often become endless proxy
wars between the US and the USSR.
We cannot ''insist'' that peace activists root their work in an anti-bloc
perspective. We can and should seek to
persuade greater numbers of peace and
anti-intervention activists that the
building of an international ''third
way'' movement is both compelling
and relevant. This perspective is
especially relevant today as new opportunities open up for movements from
below in the Eastern bloc under the
contradictions of glasnost, and when
the United States government is trying
to overcome the ''Vietnam Syndrome''
in order to legitimize the assertion of
US global power. For disarmament
and anti-intervention movements to
make clear that their defense of selfdetermination, democracy, and peace
is universal is not only morally right, it
will also help to build a popular peace
movement at home.

•

Joanne Landy is a director of the Campaign for Peace and Democracy/East
and West, and co-editor of New
Politics magazine. Judith Hempfling is
a founding member of Peace Activists
East and West, based in Amherst, MA.
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continued from page two
instance, roughly twenty million people in
prison here. Only we call them Indian reservations and ghettoes. Do they have rights?
Yes, according to our laws. But these rights
cannot empower them in a democratic
society in which people of wealth control
the informational and political processes.
Do they have rights according to Soviet
laws? No. If we listen, we will hear that the
have-nots in the world are crying out, not
for democracy, but for equality. The problem of the US peace movement is not that
it has thrown in with the Democrats
but that it has not blown the whistle on the
savaging of our our Constitution and the
few rights that that document guarantees
us. People who live in glass houses not only
should not throw stones but should assume
the responsibility for putting their own
house in order.
7. Fail to mention the United Nations as
the appropriate place to take concerns
about other countries. Strengthening the
UN by removing the veto power of the big
players would do much to make that body a
strong international arena and force the
US to obey the UN mandate, which is part
of our Constitution and is violated every
day by the CIA, the US president and Congress.
-Mary Wentworth
Amherst, MA

Grants

continued from page eight

been at the forefront of efforts to
organize and resist the legislation.
Last year the group, whose name
means "the People's land," was
joined by the Center for Constitutional Rights in filing a lawsuit that
challenges the 1985 White Earth Land
Claims Settlement Act as unconstitutional. Though the fight may take
years, the Indian community and its
supporters are determined to consolidate a land base that will ensure
the long-term economic stability of
the Chippewas.
Anishinabe Akeeng also works to
support the urban Indian community
in Minneapolis/St. Paul and focuses
on access to housing, worker's rights
issues, police brutality and antiracism work. The group's goals include strengthening Indian government through rebuilding traditional
governmental institutions and allowing full participation of the people in
the governing process. A new project
on tribal rights and tribal government
proposes to rewrite the tribal constitution. RESIST's recent grant went
towards an educational campaign that
will be instrumental in that process.
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Brodhead/Wing
continued from page one
What we have are several movements:
a disarmament movement, a Central
America movement, a Southern Africa
movement. On a smaller scale we also
have movements around the Middle
East, the Philippines, Korea, and other
parts of the Pacific. While basically
friendly to one another's agendas,
organizations within each of these
focused areas tend to function in
relatively separate spheres, as they
make decisions about strategies for
educational, legislative, or direct action programs. That is, there is no
forum-at least on the national levelwhere organizations which deal with
the various aspects of US foreign
policy come together on a regular basis
to develop practical, cooperative
organizing strategies.
Still, there are signs of growing
cooperation among these various
movements. One example is last year's
Central America/Southern Africa
march on Washington, which also had
substantial involvement of disarmament activists. And since 1982, in the
disarmament movement there has been
an active educational campaign around
the "deadly connection," stressing the
relationship between US intervention
in the Third World and the US nuclear
arms race. Indeed, the main strategic
discussion in the disarmament movement these days is about how to build a
program that addresses not only
nuclear weapons, but conventional
forces, intervention, and the ultimate
need to abolish war!
These changes are also reflected in
the founding documents of the merged
SANE/Freeze organization, the largest
US peace organization. In its founding
meeting the organization explicitly
identified three general areas of work:
the abolition of nuclear weapons, ending US intervention, and working for
domestic economic justice. Perhaps
most importantly, when we look at
what activists do, we see that in many
cases, especially at the local level, the
same people work on several issues.
This doesn't mean that they have an
organizing strategy that unites work on
each of these issues, but rather that
they wear several hats: one day they
work on disarmament, the next on
Central America, the next on Southern
Africa, etc.
Typically when people speak of the
peace movement in the way which Landy and Harrison do, they are not referring to the full range of this work on
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US policy, but rather to the part of the
movement focused on nuclear weapons
and disarmament. But even if what
they are really talking about is the disarmament movement, Landy and Harrison still paint with too broad a brush.
This brings us to a second point: it is
important to recognize the differences
within the disarmament movement,
and particularly, not to equate the
''arms control community'' with the
disarmament movement.
There is a sizable group of organizations in Washington which lobby and
educate on arms control issues. They
tend to be liberal politically, often with
ties to arms control experts from past
administrations. They seldom question the underpinnings of US foreign
policy; they might object to particular
cases of US intervention, ·but for the
most part do not s~e intervention as
part of their agenda. A few members
of the arms control community might
talk in terms of nuclear abolition, but
most see this as unrealistic and are
looking for alternative formulations
that greatly reduce the risk of nuclear
war.
It is accurate to say that the agenda
of the arms control community remains focused on arms control,
treaties, a test ban, etc. And at many
points, the specific lobbying objectives
of the arms control and the broader
disarmament groups coincide, and
both arms control and disarmament
groups work in concert. But real differences remain between the two.
These differences are particularly important for the question of how we talk
about human rights and democracy in
the Eastern bloc. Arms control groups
are in fact willing to be critical of the
Soviet Union. This isn't because these
groups reject the bloc system, but
because they accept it. If you are working legislatively on short-term arms
control issues, the bloc system is the
defining context-and working on
Capitol Hill, where liberals have to
demonstrate their anti-Communism on
a daily basis, arms control groups have
little to gain by seeming soft on the
Russians. (Presumably the apparently
improved US/Soviet relations provide
a little more room to maneuver.)
Disarmament Groups Mostly Silent on
East Block Human Rights
It is the disarmament groups-in-

creasingly progressive on the intervention questions-who are most likely
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to fudge on human rights in the Eastern
bloc. Why is this the case? Landy and
Harrison point to two of the reasons.
There is the fear of ''playing into
Reagan's [or whoever's] hands." If
disarmament groups are critical of the
Soviets, then doesn't this add to the
Cold Warrior's anti-Soviet rhetoricwhich is crucial to fueling the arms
race? Disarmament groups worry
about this because much of their work
is directed toward changing public
opinion. Their "audience" is the US
public, and they vie for influence with
the Cold Warriors. (The "audience"
for arms control groups, on the other
hand, is a Congress that always wants
to be re-elected, and always wants to be
anti-Communist.)
Landy and Harrison also argue that
peace activists accept the bloc system
as permament. This is largely true,
although there are some signs of
change here as well, as disarmament
activists learn more about conventional
forces in Europe, in the wake of the
INF treaty. But certainly our work has
suffered from our relative isolation
from the European movements and the
emerging "detente from below" which
Landy and Harrison describe.
A third reason goes back to the
earlier discussion of changes in the US
movement. Anti-intervention work has
grown in the United States, and intervention has begun appearing on the
agenda of disarmament groups. Many
anti-intervention activists, e.g. on Central America, have to expend considerable energy explaining the fact the
popular struggles in that region grow
out of local conditions. This isn't to
say that these regions are unaffected by
US/Soviet relations or the bloc system:
obviously the claim of a "Soviet
threat'' has a great deal to do with continued US support to the contras.
Moreover, the United States is more
actively intervening in the Third World
than is the Soviet Union, and it does
have a much more extensive system of
foreign military bases through which it
projects its power. Together these
things mean that the issue of how to
raise Landy and Harrison's concerns is
more complex than they might suggest.
The fact remains that there are real and
important questions about human
rights and democracy in the Eastern
bloc. What should the disarmament
movement-or other parts of the peace
movement-do about this?
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Reacting to Glasnost
A first step lies in beginning to
answer a question not posed by Landy
and Harrison: what do we make of
glasnost? Those parts of the US peace
movement that have always opposed
US support for the independent peace
and human rights organizations of the
East are likely to argue now that glasnost shows that supporting such
groups is counterproductive-that the
legitimate demands of yesterday's
dissidents are being met by the System.
Gorbachev's disarmament proposals,
moreover, appear to eliminate the
original vehicle, the intermediate-range
nuclear weapons in Western Europe,
around which western peace activists'
concerns for human rights in the East
first arose. [See box]
Where do those who support the
basic premise of Landy and Harrison
now go? Do we simply argue that the
promises of glasnost are shallow halfmeasures? This assertion is probably
inaccurate and would surely lead to a
somewhat sterile debate among those
few in the peace movement who are interested in such issues as to whether the
glass(nost) is half-empty or half-full.
A dismissive approach to the
changes taking place in the Soviet
Union would also be myopic. However
much or little the reforms now
proposed might actually change the
Soviet Union, it might be argued that
glasnost reflects a crisis of capital accumulation in the state-capitalist or
state-socialist regimes of the East, and
that the goal of the reformers is to increase the rate of exploitation of the
Soviet working class, and to make
more efficient use of the accumulated
economic surplus by the Soviet
bureaucracy. This is no small thing,
and the ensuing turbulence could
dramatically reshape the class structures of the social systems of the East.
One possibility is that there could be a
vast improvement in the ''human
rights'' of the intelligentsia and
cultural strata of the East, with a concommitant repression of formal and
informal organization within the working class.
A related issue concerns current
developments in Eastern Europe,
whose economic crisis suggests that
Solidarity may be a prototype of what
is to come there. As East European
leaders attempt to solve their economic
problems by lowering real wages and
imposing an IMF-type economic vise
continued on page eight
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Peace and_ fluman Rights: The Background

For western peace act1v1sts, the context in which human rights issues in the
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe was
first raised was largely defined by two
events: the decision of the NATO countries to put cruise and Pershing 2 missiles
in Europe, and the emergence of
Solidarity in Poland.
The NATO decision energized the
European peace/disarmament movement to perhaps its highest level in
history. Within this movement a leading
role was played by nonaligned activists
such as the European Nuclear Disarmament (END) organization, and by
the Greens of West Germany. These activists proposed not simply that the US
missiles be stopped, but that the disarmament movement view itself as a
movement on behalf of neither "East"
nor "West," but/or a Europe artificially and perhaps temporarily divided by
the Cold War.
END, the Greens, and other nonaligned peace activists of Western
Europe therefore sought not only to
organize political movements in their
own countries to block the cruise and
Pershing missiles, but also looked for
analogous movements in the Eastern
bloc which would oppose the military
build-up of the Soviet Union. Through
decades of experience they and their
forebears had learned that the officially
sanctioned ''Committees for the Defense
of Peace" in the Soviet Union and
Eastern Europe could be relied upon only to oppose the military build-up of the
West; they would not oppose the parallel
build-up of the Soviet Union, nor, indeed, would they oppose any policies of
their own governments. However much
the nonaligned activists might argue that
they were for disarmament both East
and West, the official Peace Committees
would not provide a parallel movement
in the East, and without such a movement their efforts could at best result in
stopping some or all of the arms buildup of NATO, while leaving the Soviet
arsenal intact and threatening their
countries.
This potential impasse was
dramatically changed by the emergence
of Solidarity in Poland in August 1980,
and by smaller movements and organizations independent of government control that were formed in other Eastern
European countries and in the Soviet
Union. Some, like Charter 77 in Czechoslovakia, were primarily concerned with
human rights. Others were concerned
with cultural freedom or, like the small
Committee to Establish Trust that was
formed in Moscow and several other
Soviet cities, were concerned with disarmament. Yet when such organizations
were approached by nonaligned disarmament activists from Western
Europe, they responded by asserting the
need to link rogress in disarmament
Resist Newsletter

with human rights issues. How could we
organize for peace, they asked, if we
cannot organize for anything without
fear of arrest or harassment?
This rejoinder evoked a divided
response from nonaligned European
peace activists. Some argued that raising
human rights issues played into the
bands of the Cold Warriors in the
United States, who made the same
points in order to oppose disarmament.
Others accepted the points raised by independent groups in Eastern Europe,
and argued that the western disarmament movement should work only with
independent groups, shunning the official peace committees as tools of their
national governments and the arms race.
Still others argued that western peace activists should work with both official
and unofficial groups in the East,
attempting to use links with the officials
to gain greater freedoms for the unofficials. The response by western peace
activists was made more complex by the
growing understanding that there were
great differences among and even within
the independent groups in the East.
Finally, the crushing of Poland's
Solidarity in December 1981 brought
home the fragility of the independents in
the East, and undermined the confidence of many Europeans who had
sought a bold policy of "detente from
below.''
Most of the complexities and creative
energies that these events fostered for
nonaligned peace activists of Western
Europe were lost when similar issues
were raised in the United States. US
peace activists have never had much interest in the national or continental
liberation aspects of the European
nuclear disarmament movement. An independent peace politics divorced from
the parameters of the Cold War was also
completely foreign to US activists; few
activists bad even a passing familiarity
with the history or viewpoints of "third
camp" or "neither East nor West"
politics, which had been marginalized in
the United States since the 1950s. Finally, several "leftwing" organizations that
were active in the broader disarmament
movement argued that the independent
organizations of the East were simply
trojan horses in the Cold War, witting or
unwitting tools of the CIA.
In this context the US opposition to
the deployment of cruise and Pershing 2
missiles in Europe generally ignored the
issue of human rights in the Soviet
Union and Eastern Europe, and was
largely interested in the issues raised
by END and the West German Greens
that went beyond simple opposition to
missile deployment. As the articles
recently published in the Resist newsletter on Eastern bloc peace· movements
make clear, this was a short-sighted
position.
-Frank Brodhead
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Maine Clergy and Laity Concerned,
101 North St., Apt. 4,
Portland, ME 04101
Founded in 1981 as a "multi-issue,
multi-faith, multi-racial, multi-class
organization,'' Maine CALC has
spawned numerous projects focused
on disarmament, human rights,
economic/racial justice and environmental issues. The organization
works in many coalitions, always with
the goal of creating and maintaining
institutions that meet the long-term
needs of the communities they represent.
Maine CALC has provided a strong
voice against racism in the state, including work with the NAACP, the
Jewish Federation, the Refugee Resettlement Center and the Maine Council of Churches to establish the Maine
Coalition against Racism. The group
mobilized over one thousand people
against a Klan rally held last fall in
Rumford, Maine. They now meet
regularly to devise strategies in their
work against racism.
RESIST's recent grant went to
fund one such effort, ''The Diversity
Project." This is a campaign to examine images in children's books and
on television looking at who is
represented, how, who is missing, and
what racial and sexual stereotypes are
promoted. The eventual objectives of
the project include building a
resource library and developing a
pilot program in the Peaks Island
(ME) elementary school around these
issues.

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••
The Resist Pledge System
The most important source of Resist's
income is monthly pledges. Pledges
help us plan ahead by guaranteeing us
a minimum monthly income. In turn,
pledges receive a monthly reminder letter (in addition to the newsletter) which
contains news of recent grants and
other Resist activities. So take the
plunge and become a Resist pledge!
Yes, I would like to pledge $
monthly to the work of Resist.
Name _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Address _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
City _ _ _ _ _ State __ Zip _ _
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Uchetemel A Liach Er Belau El
Madedok, P. 0. Box 19806, Portland,
OR 97219.
The Micronesian Republic of Belau
(a group of islands stretching over
300 miles) approved the world's first
anti-nuclear constitution in 1979.
About two years ago, a group of
Belauans, Asian Americans, Native
American and Black groups in
Oregon organized Uchetemel A Llach
Er Belau El Madedok to encourage
support for the Nuclear Free Constitution, and to protect the judicial
process, free expression and human
rights in Belau. Their goal is to effect
UN and US government recognition
of the Belauan Constitution and to
promote future agreements and
policies that are consistent with that
recognition.
Although 920/o of Belauan voters
supported the Constitution, the US,
which has administered Belau and
other parts of Micronesia since 1947,
opposes it since it explicitly prohibits
the use, testing, storage or disposal of
''harmful substances'' including
nuclear, chemical, gas, or biological
weapons and related waste materials.
Restrictions on harmful substances
could of course interfere with the
US's military plans for the region.
Despite the major role the US has
played in the lives of Belauans for
the past 40 years, most of us know
little about the country or the consequences of US actions towards it.
RESIST's recent grant went to
publish and distribute an extensive
packet of information on the current
political situation in Belau. The
packet may be obtained by writing to
the address above. Watch the
RESIST newsletter for an upcoming
article on Belau.
Seattle Center for Palestinian Information, P .0. Box 85289, Seattle, WA
85289.
When the US State Department
closed the Palestine Information Office in Washington, D.C., three Seattle peace groups came together to
challenge the State Department action
by distributing the same information
on the Middle East formerly provided
by the P.1.0., creating an organizing
center for Middle East work. The
three groups (Palestine Human Rights
Campaign, Semitic Women Take Action, and Seattle Nonviolent Action
oc,ic,f
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Group) include both Arabs and Jews,
and they hope to build a broad-based
movement in support of the Palestinians and against US military intervention in the Middle East.
Because the new group has its roots
in the lesbian/gay, anti-racism and
disarmament movements it supports
multi-issue coalitions and works with
groups focusing on the Philippines,
Chile, South Africa and Central
America. RESIST's grant was seed
money to assist the group in setting
up its office.
Anishinabe Akeeng, Box 356, White
Earth, MN 59591.
Chippewa Indians of White Earth,
MN, have been struggling to regain
unlawfully taken lands for many
years. Though a federal investigation
established that over 200,000 acres of
land was illegally siezed, a 1985 settlement would have returned only
10,000 acres. Anishinabe Akeeng has
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on the working class, working-class
resistance can be expected. If a Sovietstyle glasnost simultaneously improves
the living and working conditions of
East European professionals and the
intelligentsia, this can only lead to a
heightening of class divisions.
The nature and source of the
changes now going on in the Soviet
Union and Eastern Europe are of great
importance to the US peace movement.
For example, those parts of the US
peace movement that are primarily
concerned with disarmament have been
evolving an approach for political
work which they call "common security.'' Whatever the usefulness of this
new concept, it is clear that class and
national conflicts can lead to greater
security only in the long run. In the
short run, turmoil in the East could
seriously threaten detente and heighten
the risk of war, as the West will likely
see these disruptions as an opportunity
to make gains at the expense of the
Soviet Union. How the western peace
movement understands events in the
East, therefore, could be of great practical significance in shaping our
strategy.
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Frank Brodhead is a member of the
Resist board and frequent contributor
to the newsletter. Chris Wing is a disarmament activist in Philadelphia.
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